the afore-mentioned rivalry over the grave of Moses. There is also an important discussion on the defi nitions of the borders of the Holy Land, and the use of hadith materials in a political context to prove the superiority of each location. The study indicates historical aspects too as refl ected in the Merits of al-Sham which are more detailed in compilations from the Ottoman period than in those of the Mamluk period (which cleave more to traditional themes and forms). Besides the discussion on the geographical defi nitions of al-Sham, there is also a discussion on geographical aspects of visits to holy places, such as the proximity to a certain location or its geographical connection to the hajj from Syria. Specifi c customs in Jerusalem at the time of the hajj are noted also. An important contribution relates to urbanisation, especially in Damascus, and its holy sites, and those in the neighbouring towns and villages. The topographical relations between 'village' and 'town' enjoy detailed treatment. The contribution of the holy places to demographic development and the growth of places is analysed, with historical survey of Damascus in that context.
The last part of the book is the presentation of three manuscripts of books by al-Bakri al-Siddiki al-Dimashqi (d. 1749) about holy tombs associated with prophets and saints.
In addition to the importance of the book under review regarding holy places in al-Sham, it makes a signifi cant contribution to the subject of Muslim holy places in general. It off ers a more complete picture of the subject based on a thorough examination of diff erent aspects related to local sentiment, the importance of religious, economic and political causes, along with the other matters discussed above. A very important observation made by the author is that old traditions, even those that were a part of ancient debates (and could have been expected to disappear) might re-emerge in a later period, and that the various factors that caused the creation of traditions and tales surrounding holy places are not limited to the periods under discussion. They 'continued to exert their infl uence in creating appropriate tales and traditions'. I would suggest the preparation of an English version of this book that could bring this knowledge to broader audiences. The last time this issue received such attention was in the 1960s, concerning the victimisation of two South African academics. British academics, normally content quietly to get on with their work, decided the behaviour of the South African government and universities was unacceptable and voted to take a collective, principled stand in calling for a boycott of South African institutions. Now the issue is being revisited concerning the appalling treatment of Palestinian academics. But this time the situation is far, far worse, as discussed in a concise, 35-page publication by the British Committee for the Universities of Palestine (BRICUP).
The BRICUP publication is a discussion document, written by British academics in response to a call in 2004 by a broad cross-section of Palestinian institutions. These included several unions and federations of Palestinian university professors, journalists, physicians, engineers and artists as well as numerous non-governmental organisations and community groups. Their message to academics was articulated eloquently by the wellrespected Palestinian scholar Omar Barghouti in a December 2004 article: I wish to emphasize the necessity of applying an evolving, comprehensive, institutional boycott against Israel's academic, cultural, economic and political organizations. Without principled and eff ective support for this minimal, nonviolent form of resistance to oppression, intellectuals and academics will be abandoning their moral obligation to stand up for right, for justice, for equality and for a chance to establish the primacy of universal ethical principles. 4 The publication by BRICUP outlines in clear and unambiguous language the legal and moral arguments explaining why taking a stand against Israeli academic institutions is justifi ed. It shows how academic freedom is under hostile attack by policies and actions of the State of Israel and by, or with the complicity of, the policies and actions of Israeli academic institutions. This is illustrated by numerous examples of institutional victimisation and the broader security regime imposed by Israel that systematically violate human rights and humanitarian law (pp.12-19) reinforcing the underlying message of boycott as 'a combination of symbolic protest, material intervention and political action' (p. 21).
Carefully measured comparisons are made with the system of racialised apartheid in South Africa. This is crucial. As mentioned earlier, there is arguably no other event in recent history that has so mobilised British academics to take such a position.
If anything could be said to be missing, it is additional detail that would further reinforce the document's central arguments justifying an academic boycott. For example, it is elsewhere documented that the rule of law in Israel is absent for so many Palestinians. This is particularly the case for Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza who are discriminated against by a separate legal and administrative regime that does not apply to the several hundred thousand Israeli settlers living in the Occupied Palestinian Territories. The settlements and 'associated regime' were confi rmed as illegal by the International Court of Justice. This state of illegality has even been reinforced by the Supreme Court of Israel.
5 Discrimination also exists in Israel itself, for Palestinians who have Israeli citizenship. While the Israeli 'law of return' allows Jews from all over the world to settle in Israel, hundreds of thousands of ethnically-cleansed Palestinians who lived in the territory for centuries, and their descendants, are denied their right to reclaim and return to their property and lands, confi scated on various occasions and notably during the war in 1948. 6 References in this concise publication to further reading make clear that the absence of additional perspectives was merely intended to give the publication a crucial focus on the core issue, namely denial of the academic freedom of Palestinians. Unlike the knee-jerk responses of the boycott detractors, the publication shows that much refl ection has taken place. The document comprehensively deals with various 'claims' that have been made against calling for a boycott and seeks, as the authors argue, to 'disentangle fact from myth and innuendo ' (pp. 24-31) . The authors make clear that the focus of the boycott is not individual academics as such, but the institutions they work for and 'to provide a compelling moral or practical argument against the continuation of deplorable practices ' (p. 20) .
In the USA and apparently to some extent in Britain as well the argument raised by detractors of a boycott is that such actions are 'anti-semitic'. Here in The Netherlands it is diff erent, with a sense of collective guilt felt at the deportation of 80 per cent of Holland's Jewish population. This has led to a kind of self-censorship and refusal to engage in a critical dialogue, where criticisms of Israel and especially talk of boycotting Israeli institutions are felt to betray the memory of these events. Rather than confront the guilt, people, including academics, simply turn a blind eye to Israel's atrocities committed against Palestinians. A similarly deceptive situation exists in other European countries.
The principal message contained in the BRICUP publication is that Palestinians are denied their fundamental human rights, including a systematic denial of academic freedom, through the policies of the State of Israel and Israeli academic institutions. The publication provides a compelling argument that these institutions be held accountable both for their discriminatory policies and for their complicity in these violations. As the publication clearly states, if a normal mechanism to resolve grievances was in existence, then 'there would be no need for a boycott ' (p. 21) .
Informed in large part by this publication, on 30 May 2007, the University and College Union (UK) called on branches of the union to 'consult all of their members on the issue' of a boycott.
It is sincerely hoped that academics in Britain, The Netherlands and other countries will have the courage to undertake this very important discussion and consider similar actions to protect the academic freedom and other human rights of the Palestinians. This book continues the seminal work of Yasir Suleiman, who is currently the incumbent of the Sultan Qaboos Bin Sa'id Chair of Modern Arabic Studies at Cambridge University, on the sociolinguistics of Arabic, on which he has edited three valuable collections (1994, 1996, 1999) . The current volume forms part of a trilogy, which started with The Arabic Language and National Identity (2003) and is set to culminate in (the provisionally entitled) Translation and the Nation: The Politics of Intercultural Relation in the Middle East. In more ways than one the present work complements the former as both deal with the relationships between language and identity, with the present work doing so through the spectrum of confl ict. As the author deftly points out, A War of Words looks at language 'as a form of cultural practice and as an inevitable site of ideological contestation involving
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